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Fig. 2. Morphology of the male of Tylenchoriiynchus tobari Sauer & Annells, 1981. A - oesophageal region; B
~ head region; C ~ shape of tail (internal); D — shape of tail (external). Scale in microns {(um).
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TABLE L. The host plant/groups and number of sites where Tylenchorhynchus tobari Sauer & Annells, 1981 was
collected.

Species/groups Number of Sites Chi-square % Total Sites
Ohserved Expected value Sampled in
Survey 1983-85
Chencpods 140 108.5 914 44 315
Ephemerals 14 14.6 0.02 4.5
Eucalyptus spp. 27 36.6 252 113
Acacia spp. 71 76.8 0.44 237
Grasses 9 15.6 279 4.8
Shrubs: (Eremophilu, Dodonea, Cassia sp.) 16 25.6 3.60 7.9
Trees: (Myoporum, Pittosporum, Callitris sp.) 24 18.8 1.44 58
Salicornia spp. 8 7.8 0.0 24
Reeds 0 2.9 2.90 0.9
Zyvgocloea paradoxu 15 16.8 0.19 5.2
Toral 324 324.0 23‘.95 100.0

** _ significantly different, df = 9, P = 0.01, Chi-square analysis.
#4 = significantly different, df = 1, P = 0.01, Chi-square analysis,

The null hypothesis that there is no difference between the expected numbers of sites from which certain plant
species/groups were sampled and the presence of Tylenchorhiynchus tobari in the soil sample is rejected.

The % total sites indicate the number of samples from which soil was sampled in the period 1983 10 1985 and were
used to calculate expected number of sites with 7. tobari.

neon

TABLL 2. Final number and mulftiplication rate of Tylenchorhynchus wobarl from an initial inoculalion of fifty females
and sampled after two and a half months. (mean + standard deviation).

Plant species Mean number Multiplication rate
Atriplex lindleyi 212.7 4.2
+55.9 tL12
A. spongiosa 1238.3 24 8
+224.6 14.50
Hordeun vulgare 56.0 1.
{var. Clipper) ~]74 +(L.35
tycopersicum 2007 4.2
esculenium +29.7 +0.96
Chenapodium quinoa 499.0 10,0

Y ~1.29
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